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- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

Applicants arguments with respect to claims 1-4 and 8-15 have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-4, 8-12, and 14-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Uehara 4772885 in view of Saitto 5382477 and further in view of 
Ueda 20010003601. 

Regarding claims 1, 8 and 12, Uehara teaches a substrate (fig. 1 element 49'), 
a light-emitting element (43) located on the substrate, wherein the light emitting element 
has first and second surfaces, wherein the first and second surfaces are on opposite 
sides of the light-emitting unit, and wherein the light emitting element contains an 
electroluminescent material and has red, blue and green light emitting layers (43a, 43b, 
43c), a first electrode (45) located on the first surface, wherein the first electrode is of 
the light transmittance type (ITO see column 4 line 5), a second electrode (47) located 
on the second surface, wherein, when a voltage is applied across the first electrode and 
second electrode, the entire light-emitting element emits light and a light-outputting 
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surface is outputted toward the display unit; Uehara fails to disclose the 
electroluminescent material being organic however does not disclose the material as 
being an inorganic material either. Saito teaches organic electroluminescent materials 
have lower driving voltages compared to the inorganic type and also has the advantage 
of luminous color in display application (column 1 lines 25-40). Saito and Uehara omits 
forming a passivation layer over the first electrode that covers it, however Ueda teaches 
forming a passivation layer of thickness less than the substrate covering an entire first 
electrode (see fig. 1) of silicon dioxide to reduce deterioration caused by impurities 
[0054] and guard the organic layer against moisture [0082]. Therefore, at the time of 
the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to apply 
organic material to reduce driving voltages of the device also add a passivation layer 
over a first electrode to reduce deterioration caused by the manufacturing and a further 
guard the organic electroluminescent layer against moisture. Placing the passivation 
layer over the top (first electrode) will result in the passivation layer having a light 
emitting surface. Further regarding claim 8, Uehara teaches a display unit located on 
the backlighting unit/light outputting surface, wherein the display unit displays an image 
using white light outputted from the outputting surface (see fig. 1 element 35). 

Regarding claims 2 and 11, Uehara teaces the light emitting element is formed 
as a sheet (see element 43). 

Regarding claims 3-4 and 14-15, Uehara teaches a reflecting portion wherein 
the reflecting portion faces the second surface, and reflects light that reaches the 
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reflecting portion and the second electrode functioning as the reflecting portion (see 
column 6 lines 6-22). 

Regarding claim 9, Uehara teaches the display unit includes a plurality of LC 
elements (see element 35). 

Regarding claim 10, Uehara teaches the display being a transmisive display 
(see fig. 1 element 35). 

Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Uehara 4772885 in view of Saitto 5382477 and further in view of Ueda 
20010003601 and further in view of Leibowitz 4500173. 

Regarding claim 13, the references teaches all the limitations of claim 13 except 
the passivation layer in intimate contact with the display. Uehara when combined with 
Saitto and Ueda teaches an additional substrate (49) which prevents intimate contact 
between the passivation film and display unit. Leibowitz teaches a display with 
electroluminescent backlight wherein the electroluminescent backlight elements are 
formed on the lower display substrate (18) and thus do not require the added costs, 
weight and size of an additional substrate. Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art omit the substrate to reduce size, weight, and costs 
associated with manufacturing the display. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
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§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Phu Vu whose telephone number is (571)-272-1562. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8AM-5PM M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Nelms can be reached on (571 )-272-1787. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Phu Vu 
Examiner 
AU 2871 




